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REMARKS 

This ^ommumcation is r«p««ave to «ie Office Action mail«i Wy 7. 2004, Applic^ 
i«pe«Wly requ^ to&am.er<o ««erth. above^>.tau«cd amendm««.. .nd» considcr.be 

below-submitted remarks. 

^^^pplicant subniits her^th a new Abstract. TTie language of the new Abstract is clear 
and concise, including being fewer than 150 words in length. 

Tndefinitene gfi Reiections 

Clams 3 and 19 have been amended to remove tlae «such as" phrases . 

AT*.Rafift<1 Reifections ^u^^ 

Some of the claims are rejected as being anticipated by Robertson, whereas others of the 
claims are rejected as being obvious over the combination of Robertson and Call or Rob^tson 
and Loeh. It is respectfully submitted that Robertson does not disclose at least some of the 
elementsoftheclaimsrejectedasanticipatedby Robertson. In addition, the obviousness 
rejections rely on the same premise with regard to Robertson as the Examiner asserts m mabng 
the anticipation rejection. Thus, it is respectfuUy submitted that the combination of Robertson 
with either Call or Lo* fails to disclose the subject matter recited in the claims rejected as bemg 

obvious. + + ^ 

First, the Examiner contends that Robertson discloses "second memory means that stores 
a password used to aulhenticate a giver who desires to give the gift on a network." The 
Examiner cites to Fig. 15, item 260; Fig. 8; and col. 11, lines 54-58. However, it is respect&lly 
submitted that the passwords to which the Examiner refers are used to authenticate gift 
reciEi^ not gift Figure 15. item 260. is an icon for a gift gim to "log on," The 

system's reaction to a user activating this icon 260 is described at col. 20, lines 54-58. Each of 
the activities the user can perform after "logging on" are related to receivmg gifts (e.g., 
registering remindera. registering occasions and registering "wish hsts"). 

Fig 8 cited by the Examiner, does disclose gift giving activities, but Fig. 8 does not 
disclose anything that can be construed as a "password used to authenticate a giver who des«es 
to give the gift on the network." Col. 1 1, lines 54-58, do not appear to relate to passwords at all. 

In any event, Applicant can find nothing m Robertson, even beyond those portions cited 
by the Examiner, that appears to disclose the "second memory means" recited in Apphcant's 

claim 1. c 

It further follows, then, that Robertson also foils to disclose the "wish hst reference 
means." since the wish Ust reference means is recited as allowing "the wish list to be referred to 
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by access via the network using the password stored in said second memory means." The 
Examiner references Fig. 21, item 350. as weU as referencing Fig. 28- Fig. 21, item 350, is an 
icon for "Wish List Maintenance." which is described at coL 21, lines 7-1 1, as being to "allow 
the user to add, modify, arid delete items they would like to receive." This is thus for gift 
receivers , and not for gift fflv^. Fig. 28, cited by the Examiner, discloses a user screen for 
"'Wish' List Maintenance," for receivers and not for givers. 

Furthermore, as with the "second memory means," AppUcant can find nottiing in 

Robertson, even beyond those portions cited by the Examiner, that appears to disclose the "wish 

list reference means" recited in Applicant's claim 1. 

In addition, while the Examiner has not reHed on the secondary references (Call or Loeb) 

as disclosing the "secondary memory means" or "wish list referaice means," AppUcant 

nonetheless respectfully contends that the secondary referraices do not disclose these feature 

recited in the claims. 

For at least the above reasons, ttien. Applicant respectfully submits that the anticipation 
and obviousness rejections are insufficient and should be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

AppUcant believes thai all pending claims are allowable and respectfully requests a 
Notice of Allowance for this appUcation from the Examiner. Should the Examiner believe that a 
telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of this appHcation, the undersigned can be 
reached at the telephone number set out below. 

Respectfiilly submitted, 
BEYERJVEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 




Alan S. Hodes 
Reg. No. 38,185 

P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) 961-8300 
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